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The overall objective of this study was to
identify and compare the characteristics of juvenile
delinquents who commit sexual offenses with juvenile
delinquents who commit offenses other than sexual
offenses. To attain this objective, the following
areas on juvenile offenders were studied: a)
characteristics (b) family structure (c) family
background (d) academic performance. A comparative
research design was employed in this study. A
questionnaire was designed specifically to collect data
from the files of thirty-four residents who resided at
the Atlanta Youth Development Center.
A T-Test was used to test whether or not
differences existed between these groups. Results
indicated that overall, there were no significant
differences between the two groups.
This study was an attempt to describe juvenile sex
offenders to determine if they differed from other
juvenile offenders. The findings may aid in the
development and implementation of services desperately
needed for juvenile offenders and their families.
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Child abuse is a global phenomenon occurring in
various parts of the world (Korbin, 1981). Child abuse
is not new as infanticide, or the killing of young
babies was a widely accepted practice in many parts of
the world (Young, 1982; Hyde, 1986). In the United
States alone, between two thousand and five thousand
children die each year as a result of child abuse
(Hyde, 1986). Children who suffer from child abuse are
either physically, emotionally or sexually abused.
Child sexual abuse is an age-old problem that has
received much attention within the last decade. Many
carefully conducted surveys reveal that it is not a
rare occurrence nor is it confined to disturbed segments
of the population (Glaser & Frosh, 1988). However, it
is estimated that as many as one in six Americans may
have been sexually abused as children (Kohn, 1987).
Furthermore, approximately 30% of the female population
have been sexually abused as children (Kilgore, 1988).
In Canada, a recent statement issued by the Children's
Aid Society of Metropolitan Toronto suggested that fully
one third of all child abuse cases reported to the
child abuse register of Ontario are related to sexual
abuse (Besharov, 1985). Various studies addressing the
incidence of child sexual abuse exist, however they
fail to address the sexual abuse of children by other
children or adolescents.
In the earlier part of the 20th century, the issue
of children sexually abusing other children was
minimized and described as innocent sex play,
experimentation or other normal aggressive actions
(Reiss, 1960; Vedder, 1963; Gagmon, 1965; Finkelhov,
1979; Johnson, 1988). However, the sexual abuse of
children by other children is increasingly coming to
the attention of social agencies and is often the
presenting problem that leads to placement in juvenile
detention facilities. Consequently, there is a need to
better understand the nature of the problem of child
sexual abuse by youthful perpetrators and the
characteristics inherent in these delinquents. Such
practices have not received sufficient attention in
the past and as a result are not thoroughly understood
(Fortune, 1988).
Sexual abuse conjures strong emotions because it
raises significant issues about sexuality, power and
the way youths are treated. Furthermore, the
restrictions which are imposed on sexual behavior are
not only defended by law but also defended by and based
on religion, customs and other institutions (Slovenko,
1965). Thus, a sexual offense that is committed in
society is taken seriously by not only law enforcement
officials but also by the community in which the act is
committed.
This study was undertaken specifically to identify
and describe the characteristics of youths who commit
sexual offenses against other children. In doing so,
this study will explore juvenile sexual delinquency,
especially as it relates to juvenile males. The
findings of this study will aid social workers and
other child welfare agents in the development and
implementation of various programs conducive to the
psychological treatment and the positive development of
children and families who are involved in child sexual
abuse, specifically as it relates to juvenile
delinquency.
Statement of the Problem
The sexual abuse of children by other children is
becoming a prevalent phenomenon. A 1988 report by the
National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges
indicates that more than 50% of young boys and
approximately 20% of young girls are sexually abused by
other children (The Atlanta Journal and Constitution,
October, 1989, pp. Al; 18). In this country it is
estimated that approximately 20% of all rapes and 30%
to 50% of child molestations are perpetrated by
adolescent offenders (Deisher et al., 1982).
Furthermore, (cited in Davis & Leitenberg)
approximately 50% of adult sex offenders report that
their first sexual offense occurs during adolescence
(Gebhard et al., 1965; Groth et al., 1982; Smith, 1984;
Abel et al., 1985; Becker & Abel, 1985). Also, recent
studies on adolescent sex offenders were committed
against younger children (Wasserman & Kappel, 1985;
Fehrenbach et al., 1986).
The scope of this problem is documented further in
specific regions in the United States. At the Denver
General Hospital, Kempe and Kempe (1978) noted a trend
that children are being abused at increasingly younger
ages. In Georgia, the Georgia Council of Juvenile
Court Judges found that the number of youths committed
to the State Division of Youth Services for sex offenses
jumped 54% in 1987 and 1988 (The Atlanta Journal and
Constitution, October 1989, pp. Al;18). In New England,
Finkelhor (cited in Davis and Leitenberg) surveyed
college students and found that 34% of women and 39% of
men in their childhood had a sexual encounter with
youths between the ages of 10 and 19. Therefore the
problem cuts across all socio economic and racial
groups.
Statistics such as those aforementioned indicate
that juvenile sex offenses are a major social issue and
warrant special attention from social workers and other
human service providers. Proper treatment of juvenile
sex offenders is needed, and a clear understanding of
the factors involved in the behavior is necessary in
order to determine appropriate treatment procedures.
Sexual offenses are considered taboo which makes their
existence vastly different from other criminal
offenses.
This study will address the differences between
youth who commit sexual offenses and youth who commit
non-sexual offenses. The purpose is to find out if
differences exist along the lines of family structure,
family environment and academic performances. Results
of this study will contribute important findings that
will have implications for social work practice by
providing information regarding youths convicted of
sexual offenses.
Significance and Purpose of the Study
The researcher finds the issue of child sexual
abuse to have significance for persons working directly
with children and adolescents as well as for those
individuals currently suffering from abuse or
individuals who have been abused in the past.
Understanding the issues surrounding child sexual
abuse has implications for social work intervention
with and in the interest of the offender, the victim
and the community surrounding them.
Child sexual abuse affects a number of persons
ranging from the victim to the neighborhood of the
offender. In such instances, children and families
require social intervention from a range of service
delivery systems such as the criminal justice system,
the mental health and child welfare systems. Programs
for sexual offenders are developing across the United
States and there will be a need for social workers and
other professionals to provide appropriate services.
Given the impact of sexual abuse on offenders and
their victims it is important to study juvenile sex
offenders. Such a study may help determine appropriate
treatment procedures and also contribute to the
promotion of other studies concerning this and other
populations. Currently the literature is replete in
relation to this population, therefore this study will
aid in the development of future studies of its kind.
It is hoped that this research will lead to further
study of the problem thereby aiding in the prevention
of juvenile sexual abuse. Effective and appropriate
treatment measures must be available for youths who




The literature review is composed of two parts,
the first of which focuses on literature pertaining to
juvenile delinquents who commit sexual offenses and the
second which focuses on juvenile delinquents who commit
non-sexual offenses.
1. Demographics of Juvenile Delinquents Who Commit
Sexual Offenses
Clinical interest and research with regard to
juvenile sexual offenders has recently increased (Daum,
1985; Fehrenbach et al., 1986; Davis & Leitenberg,
1987; Fehrenbach & Monastersky, 1988; Johnson 1988).
In fact, there has been only one article that has
focused solely on female adolescent sexual offenders
which was published in January, 1988. Thus, a plethora
of literature on juvenile sexual offenders concerns for
the most part adolescent males. Several studies
describe the characteristics of these males (Shoor et
al., 1966; Fehrenbach et al., 1986; Davis & Leitenberg,
1987; Johnson, 1988) the majority of them ranging
between the ages of 6 and 17.
Most of the research suggests that the largest
percentage of juvenile sexual offenders is 13 years of
age and older. In the Fehrenbach et al. (1986) study,
305 juvenile sex offenders with a mean age of 14.8
years were described. Hardly any of the boys were
younger than 13 years. Ageton (1983) studied the
nature and extent of sexual assault committed by
adolescent males between the ages of 11 and 17 years.
Groth (1979) examined 26 sexual offenders between the
ages of 15 and 17 years while Shoor et al. (1966)
studied adolescent child molesters between the ages of
12 and 17 years. Similarly, Markey (1950) studied
aggressive sex misbehavior in 25 adolescents between
the ages of 13.1 and 17 years and Doshay (1943)
examined 256 juvenile sexual cases whereby the age
range of the boys was 7 to 16 years. Juvenile sex
offenders who were 13 years and younger were not often
the subjects of study until Johnson studied
preadolescent, latency aged, and preschool children who
also sexually victimized younger children. Hence, the
ages of juvenile sexual offenders vary.
Race, however, is a characteristic that is easily
determined. Across all criminal offenses in 1987
committed by adolescents, 72.1% of the offenders were
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White, and 25,8% were African American (Jamieson &
Flanagan, 1988). For sexual offenses committed by
adolescents, however, 71.2% of the offenders were White
and 27.4% were African-American (Jamieson & Flanagan,
1988). Various studies indicate higher percentages
among Whites when compared to African-Americans. For
example, Johnson (1988) found in his sample of juvenile
sex offenders that almost half of them were White.
Other studies indicate similar findings. Ageton (1983)
and Groth (1979) both found that the majority of their
subjects were White. Similarly, Doshay (1943) found
that among 256 juvenile sex offenders, 230 of them were
White. Although there are marked racial differences,
sexual experiences among both races appear to be
similar.
Offender's Sexual History and Criminal Involvement With
The Law
Researchers have found that adolescents engage in
a series of sexual activities (Hurlock, 1956; Longo,
1982; Johnson, 1988). In agreement with their finding
is a study done by Becker et al. (1986) who found that
among 67 adolescent males, who had been charged with or
convicted of a sexual crime, the majority of them had
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previously engaged in either nondeviant, nongenital or
genital sexual behavior. Similarly, Longo (1982) found
in his study of sex offenders that 62% had engaged in
repetitive exhibitionism and/or voyeurism during
adolescence. Previous sexual encounters seemed to have
occurred in the backgrounds of many juvenile sexual
offenders. Fehrenbach (1986) found in his study of 305
adolescent sex offenders that more than half of them
committed at least one known prior sexual offense. In
fact, it was found that adolescent sexual offenders
have sexual experiences during elementary school years
prior to the onset of puberty (Longo, 1982). Groth and
Loredo (1981) found that among 50 juvenile sex
offenders the majority of them had had previous sexual
experiences. Prior to that finding, Groth (1979) found
that 86% of his subjects had had previous sexual
experiences.
The earliest finding of previous sexual encounters
was indicated by Waggoner & Boyd (1941) who found in at
least half of their cases that perverse sexual
practices began while their subjects were between the
ages of 6 and 10 years. Consistent with these findings
were earlier findings which indicated that sexual
behavior among juveniles was experimentation or
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exploration (Schoor et al., 1966; Groth, 1979; Longo,
1982). Researchers have argued that adolescent sexual
behaviors are a re-enactment of behaviors previously
displayed to these offenders (Longo, 1982).
Sexual trauma during childhood was higher among
adolescent sex offenders compared to other adolescents
(Groth et al., 1981; Longo, 1982). In fact, many
authors have found that adolescent sex offenders have
themselves been previously abused (Gebhard et al.,
1983; Finkelhor, 1986; Johnson, 1988; Walker, 1988).
In Johnson's (1988) sample of juvenile sex offenders,
forty-nine percent of the boys were sexually abused and
nineteen percent had suffered sexual and other forms of
physical abuse. It was suggested that sexual
victimization was related to the seriousness of sexual
offenses (Shoor et al., 1966; Johnson, 1988). Shoor et
al. (1966) found that aggressive child molesters had a
history of sexual and other forms of physical abuse.
In addition, these youths were more likely to commit
similar offenses as adults (Fehrenbach & Monastersky,
1988). Non-sexual offenses were included among these
offenses.
Non-sexual offenses were often found in the
histories of adolescent sex offenders. Fehrenbach et
al. (1986) reported that 44% of the offenders in their
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study committed at least one prior non-sexual offense
(Davis & Leitenberg, 1987). Similarly, Shoor et al.
(1966) found that 75% of their cases had committed
prior delinquent offenses. A descriptive study on
juvenile sex offenders (cited in Davis & Leitenberg)
found that 50% of the subjects had a prior arrest for a
non-sexual offense. Thus, many studies indicate that a
large number of juvenile sex offenders have at some
point in their lives been involved with the criminal
justice system.
Family Environment: Parents, Siblings and Socioeconomic
Status
Both Shoor et al. (1966) and Johnson (1988)
examined the parents of their subjects in trying to
understand juvenile sexual delinquency. Shoor et al.
(1966) examined whether or not these parents were
involved in illegal activities. Out of the 80 cases
that were described, three mothers were jailed for
disorderly conduct, one mother was jailed for welfare
fraud and two fathers were in prison for burglary.
Illegal activities among parents were therefore
irrelevant to juvenile sexual delinquency, according to
Shoor. Johnson, on the other hand, found that out of
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47 cases, only one family had a history of psychiatric
hospitalization while 73% of the families indulged in
drug and/or alcohol abuse.
According to some researchers, unstable family
backgrounds coupled with family violence tends to
contribute to the life histories of juvenile sex
offenders (Davis & Leitenberg, 1987). Lewis et al.
(1981) compared adolescents who had committed sexual
offenses with other delinquents and found that there
were more reports of observed intrafamial violence
among those youths who had committed sexual offenses.
Markey (1950) found that a small percentage of his
subjects came from intact families although more came
from the group of sex offenders as opposed to the group
of other juvenile delinquents.
Interestingly, Shoor (1966) looked at the sibling
patterns in the families of his subjects. Although
most of his subjects were first and second children,
these patterns did not appear relevant in the
understanding of juvenile sexual delinquency.
The family environment is very crucial to the kind
of sexual adjustment that adolescents make (Markey,
1950). Socioeconomic background does not appear to be
significant to understanding juvenile sex offenses.
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Shoor et al. (1966) found out of 80 cases that a small
majority of the boys were from lower middle class
families. In another sample of 47 cases, a little less
than half of these boys were from a lower socioeconomic
background (Johnson, 1988).
Educational Performance
Shoor et al. (1966) found that his subjects were
invariably academic underachievers, a finding which has
been noted in other studies as well.
School performance appears to be problematic among
juvenile sex offenders (Davis & Leitenberg, 1987).
Fehrenbach et al. (1986) for example found that only
55% of his subjects were in their proper grades.
Similarly, Gomez-Schwartz (1984) studied juvenile sex
offenders and found that 78% had repeated a grade
(Davis & Leitenberg, 1987).
Earlier studies indicated no connection between
academic performance and juvenile aberrant sexual
behavior (Waggoner & Boyd, 1941). Similarly, Markey
(1950) compared 25 boys who had been charged with some
form of immorality with 2 5 boys who had been charged
with some other form of delinquency and found that the
average I.Q. scores of both groups were very close.
Tarter et al. (1983) found no differences between sex
offenders and other delinquents on verbal performance
or full-scale I.Q. Groth (1979) however found
significant differences between juvenile sex offenders
who rape and those who molest children in that I.Q.
scores were higher among rapists.
Offense Characteristics
The type of offenses that juvenile sex offenders
commit, vary. The first and most thorough descriptive
study of adolescent sexual offenders and their offenses
was conducted by Doshay (1943). Included in this
study were sexual offenses such as masturbation,
sodomy, obscenity and touching female parts.
Masturbation made up the largest percentage (27%).
Shoor (1966) found that his subjects committed such
offenses as sodomy, oral copulation, masturbation,
genital fondling and genital intercourse while Groth
(1979) found attempted rape accounting for the largest
percentage in his study. Fehrenbach et al. (1986)
found that 59% of the total sexual offenses were
attributable to indecent liberties or fondling. Rape
closely followed accounting for 23% of the total sexual
offenses.
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Although sex habits and activity vary in different
cultures groups and eras, (Markey, 1950) the literature
indicates that the same kinds of offenses are committed
over time. The place where the offenses are most
likely committed is inside of the victim's home.
Davis & Leitenberg (1987) indicated that the
location of adolescent sex offenses had not received
much attention. However, much of the data collected
does indicate that these offenses occur indoors (Groth,
1979). Ageton (1983) interestingly found that the
majority of sexual assaults occur in automobiles, yet
Wasserman & Kappel (1985) found that 75% of the
offenses from their sample occurred in a home while 55%
of those offenses took place in the victim's home.
Similarly, Johnson found that all of the sexual
offenses in his study were committed indoors. Not
surprising is the sizeable portion of sexual offenses
that are committed during babysitting (Shoor, 1966).
Fehrenbach et al. (1986) found this to be true in a
little less than half of his sample. Juvenile sexual
offenses are seldom committed in public places
according to much of the literature.
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Juvenile sex offenders, according to recent
studies, commit their offenses with varying degrees of
coercion ranging from verbal or physical force to
slight enticements, all of which are done to elicit
their victim's cooperation. In Johnson's (1988) study
of youthful perpetrators he indicated that the
offender's in his sample all used words to coerce their
victims to comply with their demands. In contrast to
these findings were those of Fehrenbach et al. (1986).
One hundred and seventy three subjects addressed the
degree of force or violence used in committing these
offenses. Weapons were used in 4% of the offenses,
physical force was used in 33% of the offenses, threats
were used in 12% of the offenses and intimidation or
bribery was used in 28% of the offenses.
Less physical force is used when the victim is the
same age or older than the offender (Davis &
Leitenberg, 1987). This finding is evident in Groth's
(1979) study which found that the sex offenses which
involved young victims did not involve weapons.
Furthermore, the majority of this sample did not
utilize alcohol or drugs in the commission of their
offenses.
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There is no data that indicates whether or not
juvenile sex offenders have a history of drug and/or
alcohol use (Davis & Leitenberg, 1987). Recent studies
(cited in Davis & Leitenberg) indicated that
intoxication at the time of the commission of sexual
offenses is uncommon (Groth, 1979); Wasserman & Kappel,
1985; Fehrenbach et al., 1986). Other factors may be
significant to the commission of sexual offenses.
Victim Characteristics
Most victims of male adolescent sex offenders are
female (Davis & Leitenberg, 1987). Ageton (1983)
reported that all of her subjects had victimized
females. Slightly smaller percentages were found in
other studies of juvenile sex offenders. Shoor et al.
(1966) found that 85% of the victims in their sample
were females. Very similar to this percentage was
Fehrenbach et al. (1986) who reported that 72% of their
victims were also females. Van Ness (1984) reported
that 68% of the victims were females and Wasserman and
Kappel (1985) reported that 77% of the victims in their
study were females (Davis & Leitenberg, 1987). The
ages of these victims were often below the ages of
their offenders.
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Most of the research on juvenile sex offenders
suggests that the largest percentage of their victims
were younger children (Davis & Leitenberg, 1987). In
Fehrenbach et al. (1986) more than 60% of the
adolescent offenders had victimized children under 12
years old. Furthermore, 44% of those victims were six
years old or younger. Wasserman and Kappel (1985)
identified two-thirds of their victims as being younger
than 10 years old, and Deisher (1982) reported similar
findings. According to Davis & Leitenberg (1987),
Deisher et al. (1982) found that 46% of their victims
were younger than 10 years old. In Johnson's (1988)
study, the average age of the victims was approximately
seven years old. Many studies indicate victim's ages,
however, there is minimal information in the literature
concerning their race.
In Groth's (1979) examination of 26 juvenile sex
offenders, every one of the victims were White females.
Ageton (1983) however found that the data she collected
on the prevalence of sexual assault did not reveal
significant race or social class differences among
female victims. She did find however that 85% of the
victims knew their offenders.
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Most of the victims of adolescent sexual offenses
are known to their offenders (Davis & Leitenberg,
1987). Fehrenbach et al. (1986) found similar findings
in their sample. Only 17% of the victims were
strangers to their offenders. Johnson (1988) found
that all of the offenders knew their victims, however
he contends that it is because he studied sex offenders
who were 13 years and younger. Groth (1979) studied
sex offenders who were between the ages of 14 and 17
years and also found that the majority of the victims
knew their offenders. Wasserman and Kappel (1985),
according to Davis and Leitenberg, found in their study
that only 9% of the victims were strangers to their
offenders. The majority of these studies indicated
that a relationship exists between the victims and the
offenders. Groth (1979) however found that the more
serious offenders (rapists) were more likely to have
strangers as victims. Exhibitionism and other
noncontact offenses were also likely to involve
strangers as victims.
2. Demographics of Juvenile Delinquents Who Commit
Non-Sexual Offenses
The majority of the crimes that are committed by
youths younger than eighteen years are committed by
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males. Vedder (1963) did a study on juvenile offenders
and found that a sex ratio of 5 males to 1 female
existed in reference to the commitment of juvenile
offenses. Similarly, Brown et al. (1984) found that
of the 8,683 adolescents arrested in 1980, only two
percent of them represented females. The Uniform Crime
Report (URC) of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
solicited and compiled arrest statistics from law
enforcement agencies in 1980 also indicating that males
commit a higher percentage of offenses compared to
females (Klein, 1984). This finding was also found to
be true among juveniles who commit sexual offenses.
Studies describe the typical juvenile delinquent
to be younger than eighteen years (Vedder, 1963;
Kvaraceus, 1959; Glueck & Glueck, 1962; Klein, 1984).
However laws vary among states in reference to the age
that characterizes one as a juvenile delinquent (Snyder
et al., 1987). In 1960, 215, 868 arrests were made of
youths younger than fifteen years (Vedder, 1963), and
they were characterized as juvenile delinquents. Those
persons older than eighteen years who commit crimes are
not likely to be considered juvenile offenders. This
assumption is validated by such documents as The
Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics and the book
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of Juvenile Court Statistics. Hence, juvenile
delinquents who commit non-sexual offenses fall into
the same age categories as those delinquents who commit
sexual offenses.
In his study of juvenile offenders Vedder (1963)
found that the majority of the crimes were committed by
African Americans. In contrast to this finding is that
of Klein (1984) who found that seventy percent of the
arrests for crime index offenses were committed by
White youths. Similarly, the Sourcebook of Criminal
Justice Statistics reported in 1987 that the majority
of the crimes committed by juvenile delinquents were
committed by White youths (Jamieson & Flanagan, 1989).
In contrast to this finding is a recent study by Palmer
and Wedge (1989). These authors described the
characteristics of youths residing in 53 of
California's Juvenile Probation Camps and indicated
that the majority of them were minorities and of a very
low socioeconomic status.
Offenders' Sexual History and Criminal Involvement With
the Law
Juvenile delinquents who commit sexual offenses
more frequently have a history of being physically
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abused than do other groups of juvenile males (Davis &
Leitenberg, 1987). According to Davis & Leitenberg
(1987), clinicians have suggested sexual abuse as a
factor that distinguishes juvenile delinquents who
commit sexual offenses from other juvenile males. In
contrast, McCormack et al. (1986) did a study of
runaway youths and reported that almost half of the
males (38%) had been sexually abused. Similarly,
physical abuse and neglect has also been found in the
histories of juvenile delinquents who commit non-sexual
offenses. Van Ness (1984), for example, did a study on
youth offenders and found that 15% of them had reported
histories of physical abuse or neglect. Various
researchers have indicated that juvenile delinquents
who commit sexual offenses tend to have a higher
incidence of physical abuse in their backgrounds
compared to juvenile delinquents who commit non-sexual
offenses (Davis & Leitenberg, 1987; Lewis et al.,
1981).
Glueck and Glueck (1939), in their study of one
thousand juvenile delinquents, found that two-thirds of
their sampling population had been arrested before.
Similarly, West and Farrington (1973) found that among
eighty four juvenile delinquents, half of them had a
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prior arrest record. Davis and Leitenberg (1987)
contend that such findings apply also to juvenile
delinquents who commit sexual offenses.
Family Environment: Parents, Siblings and Socioeconomic
Status
The family is very important in the successful
development of youths (Vedder, 1963). Many
criminological surveys report that juvenile delinquents
tend to come from large families (West & Farrington,
1973). In addition, it is highly likely that children
will become juvenile delinquents if other members of
their family are involved with the criminal justice
system (West & Farrington, 1973). For example, Glueck
and Glueck (1962) in their study of juvenile offenders
indicated that two thirds of the fathers had a history
of criminality. In addition, significant relationships
were found to exist between broken families and
delinquency (Eidner, 1966; Naess, 1962). West and
Farrington (1973) found in their study that almost half
of the males that were delinquent (32.2%) were from
families that had separated. Similarly, Glueck and
Glueck (1962) found a higher proportion of delinquents
than of nondelinquents to be from broken homes. In
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homes where divorce, separation, desertion or death has
occurred, delinquency is highly likely (Vedder, 1963).
Researchers have also found that there is a high
correlation between delinquency and economic
dependency. Glueck and Glueck (1939) found that nearly
half of the families (with juvenile delinquent
children) (36.2%) were utilizing the resources of
social agencies. Poverty seems to be a significant
factor in the problem of delinquency (Vedder, 1963).
Educational Performance
Many authors have indicated that juvenile
delinquents are academically below their grade levels
(Palmer & Wedge, 1989; Pasternick & Lyon, 1982; Nelson
et al., 1987). Glueck and Glueck (1939) found that the
educational level of the subjects in their population
were far below that of other juvenile males. In
addition, 85% of the subjects were at least one year
behind in their school work. Similarly, Morgan (1979)
found 42% of his sample of incarcerated juveniles to be
functioning below average academically. Nelson et al.,
(1987) recognized this finding to be true for many
incarcerated juveniles and as a result pushed to obtain
special education classes in the juvenile detention
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facilities. Most delinquents, researchers feel, tend
to be mentally deficient (Vedder, 1963) according to
the findings of many studies conducted on juvenile
delinquents. This has also been found to be true for
juvenile sex offenders.
Offense Characteristics
A great variety of offenses encompass juvenile
delinquency. Juvenile offenses range from crimes of
dishonesty to sex offenses. Glueck and Glueck (1939)
found in their study on juvenile offenders that the
majority of crimes were of larceny and burglary.
However, recent studies indicate that sex offenses are
now being committed at alarming rates (Davis &
Leitenberg, 1987), particularly among juvenile males.
Nevertheless, juvenile males are committing the same
kinds of crimes that adults are convicted for.
There is no data to indicate that drug and alcohol
use is more widespread among juvenile delinquents who
commit sexual offenses compared to other adolescents
(Davis & Leitenberg, 1987). However, there is evidence
that juvenile delinquents are involved with drugs and
alcohol (Palmer & Wedge, 1989; Blane, 1982-83; Dawkins
& Dawkins, 1983; Geller & Ford-Samma, 1984). Yet,
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alcohol and drug use seems to be common among all
adolescents according to a recent article. In this
article, Greenbaum (1989) predicted 30% of the nation's
adolescents have problems with alcohol. In addition,
he found that more than half of America's teenagers
have used illegal drugs at least once before they
finish high school.
Definition of Terms
For the purpose of this study the following
definition of terms were used.
1. Sexual Abuse is the sexual abuse of children by
other children.
2. Juvenile sex offenders are males younger than
eighteen years who have been convicted or charged
for committing sexual offenses.
3. Sexual offenses are "statutory rape" and offenses
against chastity, common decency and morals.
Attempts are also included (Jamieson & Flanagan,
1988). This definition also covers offenses such
as exhibitionism, voyeurism, sodomy, obscenities,
oral copulation, genital fondling, genital
intercourse and indecent liberties.
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4. Non-sexual offenses are all offenses that are not
sexual offenses.
5. Location is the actual place where a sexual
offense is committed.
6. Coercion is the use of bribes, threats or physical
force for the purposes of eliciting a person's
cooperation.
7. Sibling patterns is the arrangement of siblings
according to age.
8. School performance is the performance of a child
in school according to academic performance, grade
placement or I.Q. scores.
9. Public Risk Levels represent the degree of danger
to society. On a scale of 1 to 5, 1 represents
low danger while 4 or 5 represents serious danger.
10. Non-sex offenders are males younger than eighteen
years who have been convicted or charged for
committing non-sexual offenses.
11. Nature of abuse describes whether or not the
subjects in the study have been subjects to other
forms of physical abuse.
12. Relationship with parents describes whether or not
the subjects in this study communicate with their
parents on a regular basis.
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13. Siblings criminal history describes whether or not
the siblings of the subjects in this study have
ever been arrested.
14. Family violence describes the occurrence of
physical or verbal abuse in the families of the
subjects in this study.
Statement of Hypotheses
The following hypotheses were formulated to test
the differences between juvenile sex offenders and
juvenile non-sex offenders.
H(O)1: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-sex
offenders in relation to their experiences of
physical and sexual abuse.
H(O)2: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-sex
offenders with regard to suicide attempts.
H(O)3: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-sex
31
offenders with regard to the nature of their
experiences of physical and sexual abuse.
H(0)4: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-sex
offenders with reference to drug and alcohol
use.
H(0)5: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-sex
offenders in relation to their academic
performance on reading, spelling, and math.
H(O)6: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-sex
offenders in relation to their relationship
with their parents.
H(O)7: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-sex
offenders with regard to their siblings'
criminal history.
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H(0)8: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-sex
offenders with reference to family violence.
H(O)9: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-sex





This chapter describes the basic foundation of the
study in terms of research design, sampling, data
collection procedure and analysis of the data.
Research Design
A comparative research design was used to compare
the two groups in the study (juvenile delinquents who
commit sexual offenses and juvenile delinquents who
commit non-sexual offenses). The comparison was made
on the following variables: history of abuse, nature
of abuse, suicide attempts, alcohol and drug use,
academic performance on reading, spelling and math,
relationship with parents, siblings criminal
involvement with the law, family violence and school
suspension.
Sampling and Research Setting
The sample was comprised of two groups of juvenile
offenders who were placed at the Atlanta Youth
Development Center, which is a public state agency that
serves male juvenile delinquents between the ages of
nine and seventeen.
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The first group consisted of 17 boys who were
charged for committing sexual offenses. The second
group also consisted of 17 boys except that these boys
committed non-sexual offenses. The age range for both
groups was 12 to 17 years.
The population from which this sample was drawn
consisted of juvenile males who had been committed to
the Atlanta Youth Development Center for committing
either sexual offenses or non-sexual offenses. The
boys committing sexual offenses comprised one half of
the sample while the other half of the sample was
obtained through stratification.
The population was organized by public risk levels
from 1 to 5. Public risk levels represented the degree
of danger to society, whereby 1 represented less danger
while 4 or 5 represented more danger. Public risk
levels were determined by the types of crimes
committed. To obtain a representative sample,
appropriate numbers of each public risk level were
drawn in order for the researcher to complete the other
half of the sample.
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Data Collection Procedure/Instrumentation
The researcher obtained a list of the juvenile
offenders who were committed to the Atlanta Youth
Development Center of Atlanta, Georgia. Each juvenile
was listed according to age, county, public risk level
and type of offense committed. A sample of thirty four
boys (seventeen sex offenders and seventeen non-sex
offenders) were obtained from this list which totaled
one hundred and one juvenile offenders.
The instrument that was used in the collection of
the data was prepared by the researcher. A copy of
this instrument is located in the appendix.
The data was also collected by the researcher.
Information was obtained from each boy's file which
consisted of information pertaining to the youth's
background, family and academic performance.
Additional information included offense and victim
characteristics.
Data Analysis
A T-test was used in this study to test the
difference between two groups (juvenile delinquents who
commit sexual offenses and juvenile delinquents who
commit non-sexual offenses). This particular test
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allowed the researcher to compare the means of the two
groups. A T-score for each variable was correlated
with the other to determine the mean, standard
deviation and critical T-score.
The T-Test was performed to determine the
significance of the scores of the two groups. Other
descriptive statistics were also used to analyze the




The findings of this research are shown in the
Appendice. The results overall indicate that there is
not a statistically significant difference between sex
offenders and non-sex offenders. The statistical
analysis is presented as well as a discussion of the
data relevant to this study.
The T-Test was used to refute or confirm the null
hypotheses. In all but three instances the T-Test
indicated that the researcher should accept the
hypotheses.
T-TEST ANALYSIS

















H(O)1: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and
non-sex offenders in relation to their
experiences of physical and sexual abuse.
Based on the results of the T-Test analysis as
seen on Table 1 the groups were significantly
different.
(t = -3.67, d.f. = 32, p < 0.001)




1 - Sex Offenders











H(O)2: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-
sex offenders with regard to suicide
a 11 emp t s.
Based on the results of the T-Test analysis as
seen in Table 2 the groups were not significantly
different.
(t = -0.47, d.f. = 32, p 4 0.641).
We would therefore accept the null hypothesis.
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T-TEST ANALYSIS


















H(O)3: There will be no statistically
significant difference between sex
offenders and non-sex offenders with
regard to the nature of their
experiences of physical and sexual abuse.
Based on the results of the T-Test analysis as
seen in Table 3 the groups were significantly
different.
(t = -3.35, d.f. = 32, p £ 0.002)
We would there reject the null hypothesis.
T-TEST ANALYSIS
Variable: Drug/Alcohol Use






H(O)4: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-
sex offenders with reference to drug and
alcohol use.
Based on the results of the T-Test analysis as
seen on Table 4 the groups were not significantly
different.
(t = 0.68, df = 32, p < 0.501)
We would therefore accept the null hypothesis.
T-TEST ANALYSIS





















H(0)5: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-
sex offenders in relation to their
academic performance on reading, spelling
and math.
Based on the results of the T-Test analysis as
seen in Table 5 the groups were not significantly
different.
(t = 0.00, d.f=32, p 4. 1.000)
(t=1.46, d.f=32, p < 0.155)
(t=0.47, d.f=32, p < 0.641)
We would therefore accept the null hypothesis.
T-TEST ANALYSIS
Variable: Relationship With Father










H(0)6: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-
sex offenders in relation to their
relationship with their parents.
Based on the results of the T-Test analysis as
seen in Table 6 the groups were not significantly
different.
(t = 1.37, d.f. = 32, p < 0.180)
(t = 1.85, d.f. = 32, p< 0.073)
We would therefore accept the null hypothesis.
T-TEST ANALYSIS














H(O)7: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-
sex offenders with regard to their
siblings' criminal history.
Based on the results of the T-Test analysis as
seen in Table 7 the groups were not significantly
different.
(t = 2.17, d.f. = 32, p ^ 0.037)









H(O)8: There will be no statistically significant
differences between sex offenders and non-
sex offenders with reference to family
violence.
Based on the results of the T-Test analysis as
seen in Table 8 the two groups were not significantly
different.
(t = 1.26, d.f. = 32, p < 0.215)

















H(0)9: There will be no statistically significant
difference between sex offenders and non-
sex offenders with reference to school
suspension.
Based on the results of the T-Test analysis as
seen in Table 9 the two groups were not significantly
different.
(t = 0.00, d.f. = 32, p 1.000)
We would therefore accept the null hypothesis.
While a little less than half of the population of
sex offenders and non-sex offenders were physically
and/or sexually abused (39%), lower percentages
occurred among their parents. While nine percent of
the mothers had been physically and/or sexually abused,
only three percent of the fathers had experienced
physical and/or sexual abuse.
More than half of the population of sex offenders
and non-sex offenders had at some point used drugs
and/or alcohol (59%). However, drug and/or alcohol use
was evident in 24% of their mothers and 21% of their
fathers.
In relation to academic performance, the majority
of the boys were performing below average in reading,
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spelling and math (88%, 85% and 85% respectively). In
addition, more than half of the boys were placed in
special education classes (56%). Similarly, only 59%
of them were in their correct grades, and 77% of them
had at some point in their lives been suspended from
school.
Although the majority of the boys had contact with
their mothers (91%) and more than half of them had
contact with their fathers (53%), 94% of the parents
were not together and 71% of the parents were never
married.
Forty-one percent (41%) of the siblings of the sex
offenders and non-sex offenders had been involved with
the criminal justice system. Twenty seven percent
(27%) were in the custody of the state.
Subjects that were studied comprised two groups,
sex offenders and non-sex offenders. They were all
males and ranged in age from eleven (11) to seventeen
(17) years old. As reflected below, fifteen (15) were
White and nineteen (19) were African American.
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Juvenile Offenders by Age and Race
Age Frequency Percent
11 years 3 9
12 years 6 18
13 years 2 6
14 years 12 35
15 years 7 20
16 years 3 9
17 years 1 3
Total 34 100
Race







The purpose of this study was to determine whether
there was a difference between juvenile delinquents who
commit sexual offenses and juvenile delinquents who
commit non-sexual offenses. A statistical analysis
illustrated overall that there were no significant
differences between these two groups. However, there
was some indication that these groups differed in terms
of a few variables, those being history of abuse and
involvement of their siblings with the courts.
A statistically significant difference occurred
between sex offenders and non-sex offenders in relation
to their experiences of physical abuse. According to
the literature, there is a higher incidence of physical
abuse in the backgrounds of sex offenders compared to
juveniles who commit non-sexual offenses. This is
further supported by Groth et al. (1982), Longo (1982),
both of whom have documented studies that juvenile sex
offenders have been physically and sexually abused.
Almost half of the population in this study (39%) had
been physically or sexually abused.
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A statistically significant difference also
occurred between sex offenders and non-sex offenders in
relation to the criminal histories of their siblings.
West and Farrington (1973) revealed that boys were
likely to become delinquent if their family members had
criminal histories. According to these researchers,
boys who had delinquent older brothers were three times
as likely to be delinquent youths themselves. In this
study alone, almost half of the population (41.6%) had
siblings who had been involved with the law.
A number of questions are yet to be answered about
the differences that exist between juvenile offenders
who commit sexual offenses and juvenile offenders who
commit non-sexual offenses. Further, a number of
questions are yet to be answered about the differences
occurring between offenders and non-offenders, in
general. This study revealed that differences do not
exist among the juvenile offender population, as
significant variables appear to affect both groups in a
similar fashion.
Limitations of the Study
The limitation of this study was that the data was
collected from a secondary source, i.e. personal files,
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which were kept at the Atlanta Youth Development Center
in Atlanta, Georgia. Information in the files rarely
came from the primary source, i.e. the child and their
family; instead, this information was collected from
the personnel of other agencies such as probation
officers, psychiatrists, intake workers, etc. As a
result, information may have been missing, unvalidated
or changed over time.
Suggested Research Directions
If further research is conducted on juvenile
offenders, several suggestions should be considered.
In order to get more validated information, it is
important to look not only to agency files, but also to
conduct interviews of the population, their families
and of other agency personnel that the population with
whom their families may have come into contact. Such
interviews allow the researcher to accurately assess
the hypotheses based on various variables.
In addition, it would be significant if a control
group (such as adolescents without previous criminal
records) could be obtained to compare to the juvenile
delinquents who commit sexual offenses and to those who
commit non-sexual offenses. This would assist
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researchers in determining if adolescents involved with
the law really differ from other adolescents not
involved with the law. Such a finding would be helpful
in assessing whether adolescents are influenced by the
environment in which they live.
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CHAPTER SIX
IMPLICATIONS FOR SOCIAL WORK PRACTICE
The essence of social work practice is to improve
the quality of life through the betterment of
conditions and circumstances affecting people. Social
workers, therefore, play an essential part in the
environment surrounding individuals, families and
children.
Social workers have the knowledge, practice, and
skills that are necessary to challenge the issues of
drugs, alcohol, child abuse and poverty by implementing
innovative programs to help curtail the effects of
these and other social problems. When people are
absorbed by these social problems, tremendous damage is
done to the individuals who surround them. More
serious harm is done to the children who grow up in
these environments. The effects are seen in high rates
of juvenile delinquency, low academic performance,
drug/alcohol use, etc.
The use of Systems Theory enables Social Workers
to consider their clients in their environment.
Systems outside of the primary one are closely analyzed
in terms of the impact that they have on the primary
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system. Therefore, appropriate methods of assessment
as well as the initiative to create alternatives for
families in crisis are a major part of effective social
work practice.
The ability to advocate for juvenile offenders
will be of the utmost importance. Effectively
conveying to adults the significance of and the
relationship between socialization processes and family
behaviors is very important to the successful
development of children into adulthood. Not only has
the learning of humanistic values enabled social
workers to convey such messages, but social workers,
overall, possess a variety of skills such as listening
skills, organizational skills, a few of which
contribute to effective social work practice.
In conclusion, social workers are faced with a
variety of challenges. However, if the world is to
continue to function, social workers must be involved
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New sex abuse trend: kids attacking kids. The Atlanta












Type of offense committed:
Age at time of offense:
First offense Y N
if N, explain prior delinquent behavior
age:
Has youth been physically/sexually abused Y N
EDUCATION ACHIEVEMENT




Special Education Placement Y N
how long
Has youth ever been suspended Y N
# of times
Is youth active in sports Y N
Does youth use alcohol or drugs Y N
FAMILY HISTORY
One parent or two parent household (circle) 1
Monthly income
Public Housing Y N
Number of adults in household
Number of males in household (over 21)
Relationship of adults to youth
Number of children in household
prior criminal offenses Y N
if Y, explain
Do parents have prior criminal history Y N
if Y, explain
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Do parents have psychiatric history Y N
is Y, explain
Do parents/grandparents have a history of drug/alcohol
usage N
CURRENT OFFENSE INFORMATION
Victim's sex M F
Victim's age
Amount of coercion used on victim
Weapon(s) involved Y N
Relationship of victim to offender brother




Is offender a member of a church Y N


























Abused by Family Member 7








Previously in Foster Home











Reading Scores Below Average 30






























Spelling Scores Below Average
Spelling Scores Not Below Avg.
Total
Math Scores Below Average




No Special Education Placement
Total












Reside With Single Parent

























































Reside with Mother Only
Do Not Reside With Mother Only
Total
Reside With Both Parents
Do Not Reside With Both Parents
Total
Reside with Parent/Stepparent
Do Not Reside With Parent/Step
Total
Reside With Grandmother
Do Not Reside With Grandmother
Total
Reside With Grandparents
Do Not Reside With Grandparents
Total
Contact with Mother
No Contact With Mother
Total
Contact with Father
No Contact With Father
Total
Mother With Criminal History






















































Value Label Frequency Percent
Father with Criminal History 2 5.9
Father W/O Criminal History 32^ 94.1
Total 34 lWTO
Mother Abuse Drugs/Alcohol 8 23.5

































































Reside in Public Housing
Do Not Reside in Public Housing
Total
Siblings in Custody of State
Siblings Not in Custody of State
Total
Siblings With Criminal History
Siblings W/O Criminal History
Total
Siblings Abuse Drugs
Siblings Do Not Abuse Drugs
Total
Siblings Abuse Alcohol
Siblings Do Not Abuse Alcohol
Total
Violence in Family





















































T-TEST SCORE FOR ALL VARIABLES IN THE INSTRUMENT










































































































T-TEST SCORE FOR ALL VARIABLES IN INSTRUMENT
INCLUDING THE MEAN AND THE POOLED VARIANCE ESTIMATE
Variable
Substances Dad
Sibling Court Hi
Sibling Drug
Sibling Alcohol
Family Violence
Group
1
2
story 1
2
1
2
1
2
1
2
School Suspension 1
2
Mean
1.7059
1.8824
1.7647
1.4118
1.9412
1.9412
2.0000
1.9412
1.7059
1.8824
1.2353
1.2353
T
-1.26
2.17
0.00
1.00
-1.26
0.00
DF
32
32
32
32
32
32
PROB
0.
0.
1.
0.
0.
1.
215
037
000
325
215
000
